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Remarks 

The Office Action dalcd June 25, 2007, has been CtirefuUy reviewed and ihe fofc&oing 
amendment and Ibl lowing remarks have been made in consequence thereof. 

Ckims 1-22 and 24-33 <xre pending in Ihis application, CJaims 1-22 and 24-33 are 
rejecled. Claim 23 is cani;eled. No new maUer hua been added. It is respectfiilly submitted lhal 
the pending Claims define allowsiblt; subject matter. 

Turning to the prior an rejections. Claims 1, 4-7 and 10-12 have beer rejecled under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kittross et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,681,351), 
hereinalkr '-K-ittross'^ in view of MiUdiltir ct aJ. (U.S. Patent No. 6,689,1 57)^ hereinafter 
"Miitchler". Claims 2, 3, S. and 9 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatejitable over Kitkoss in view of Mutchler and further in view of Proskancr (U.S. Patent No. 
5,82S,674), hereafter ^Troskauer", Claims 13 and 14 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Kittross in view of Mutchler and li^nhcr in view of 13litz (U.S. 
Patent No, 6,047,293), berdndler '-Blitz". Claims 1 5-22, 24, 25.. 28, 29, 32, and 33 have been 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. g 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kittross in view of Proskauer. 
Claims 26, 27, 30, and 31 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kittross in view of Proskauer and further in view of Blitz. Applicant re sped fully traverses 
these rejections for reasons set fonh hcrcatlcr. 

Clairn 1, an amended, recites a method for distributing software components to a plurality 
of computer stations that each analyze products. The method includes accessing a lest 
management system that is located remotely from the computer stations, the test management 
system storiiig a plurality of siillwarc components, obtaining at least one of the software 
components that includes information tiscd by a computer station which communicates with a 
test station to analyze a product; and disiributing the soil ware component from the test 
management system to the computer station automatically based on at least one of an 
identificatitm of the test station and an identification of the product, 

Kittross describes a test procedure for testing a device using aulomatie test equipment 
(ATR) 20. The ATE system 20 includes a memory 22 having the test procedures 40 stored 
therein, a test interface 28 to connect to and teat the devices 46, and a processor 26 coupled to the 
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memory 22 for exetzuiing the test procedures 40 using Ihe test interface 28. In use, Kinross 
further describes that a user creates a test procedure from test el emeu Is stored in a test c lenient 
database 36 lociUed locally within memory 22 of ATE system 20, llic completed test procedure 
is then stored within the meinory 22 of ATE 20. On page 3 of the outstanding OH ice Action, the 
Examiner usseris that Kittross discloses "a method Jbr dislributmg software components to 
computer stations that analyze produt;ls (Eibslract)", However, Kittross describes a method of 
transmittijig test procedures [Voin the test element database to the local memory, each of wliich is 
located in the same ATE. As such, Kittross does not describe a method for distributing software 
components from a test management system thai is located remotely from the computer station 
automatically. Additionally, as admitted on page 3 of the outstanding Oriicc Action, K.ittross 
does not describe or suggest distributing the software component to the computer station based 
on at least one of an identification of the test station and an identilkalior of the product. 

Mutchler describes a method of installing and conjigtiring a test suite for a unit under test 
(lJUT) in an automated assembly process, A user inputs ait identifier into the UUT. The 
identifier, sucb as a serial number, corresponds lo the UUT. The ideiililler is received by a test 
suite server 130 that retrieves a Bill of Materials corresponding to the UUT from an IT ser\'er 
140. Test nies and other Illes specific to the Bill of Materials arc then generated by the test suite 
server 130 and copied to the UUT, The UUT is then tested using the test files and other files, 
which constitute the test suite. Accordingly, Mutchler does not describe or suggest distributing a 
software component from a test management system to a computer station which communicates 
with a test station that is used to analyze a pixiduct. Rather, Mutchler describes distributing a 
software component (the test suite) directly into the product being tested (tlic UU'i), i.e. directly 
from the lile server into the product which performs a sel f lest. Thus Mutchler does not describe 
a test station used to analyze the UUT 

Proskauer describes a lest sysLejn ihat includes a PC workstation 2000, a tester 2002, and 
a semiconductor htrndlcr 2004. The workstation 2000 includes an operator controls section 2022 
that is installed wiihin workstation 2000 and is loaded with a library of handler drivers. During 
use, an operator selects a handler from a menu of available handler drivers thai are installed on 
the local workstation, connects it, and enables it. As such, Proskauer does not describe a method 
for distributing software components from a test management system that is located remotely 
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IVoiTi Ihe computer sstation auiomatically based on at least one of an identification of the lest 
station and an identification of the product as recited in Claim 1. Rather, Proskauer describes 
that the handler drivers are installed in the operator controls section 2022 lociiled within 
workstation 2000. 

Blitz describes a semiconductor test system in wliich a spreadsheet workbook has one or 
more spreadsheets coniainirg nested levels oi'ntimt; device parameter dtiUi, Blitz, like Proskauer 
describes that the handler drives art installed in the operator controls section 2022 located wiihin 
workstation 2000, As such, Blitz does not describe a method lor distributing softwure 
components from a test management system that is located remotely from the computer station 
autcntititiilly based on at least one of an identification of the test station and an identification of 
the product as recited in Chtim t . 

None of Mutehlcr, Proskjiuer, or Blitz make up for the deficiencies of Kittross with 
respect to Claim 1. Accordingly, Claim I is submitted to be patentable over the cited art for at 
least the reasons set forth above. 

Claims 2-14 depend from independent Claim 1, When the recitations of Claims 2-14 are 
considered in combination with the recitations of independent Claim 1, dependent Claims 2-14 
are likewise considered to be patentable over the cited art. Moreover, it is respectfully submiited 
that dependent Claims 2-14 recite additional features thai are neither anticipated nor rendered 
obvious by the prior an. 

Claim 1 5, as amended, recites a management system database configured to be used with 
a computer station lliat operates an instrument when analy>:ing a product, vvherein the database 
stores 3t)JUvai-e cimiponents that are configured to be extjcuted by the computer station to 
contniunicate with and operate the insiirument in order to analyze the product, the diitiibase is 
located remotely from the computer station and automatically accesses the software components 
based or identification of at least one ol'ihe computer station, the instrument and the product. 

Kittross doca not de.scribe or suggest a management system database as recited in Claim 
1 5. I'or example, Kittross do en not describe or suggest that the management system database is 
located remotely from the computer station. Rather, Kittross describes a method of Lransmitting 
test procedures from the test element database to the local memory, wherein the database and tlie 
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local miiiinDry are each instaJlcd in the same ATE. Additiotially, as admitted on page 1 1 of the 
tiulsUiiiding Office Action, KiUross does not describe or suggest a database storing soRware 
eomponenis that are configured to be executed by a computer siEiiion lo communicate with and 
operate an instrument in order to analyze a product, wherein the database automatically accesses 
the soflware components based on ideniillcalion of at least one of the computer station, the 
instrument and the product. 

l-'^urthormorc, as discussed above, Proskaucr describes thai woi-kslation 2000 is loaded 
with a library of handler drivers. During use, an operator selects a handler Irom a menu of 
available handler drivers, connects it, and enables it. As such, Proskauer docs not describe a 
management lile server that is located remotely from the computer station that automatically 
accesses the so II ware components from the management file sorver based on identification of at 
letisl one of the computer station, the instrumenl and the product. Rather, Proskaucr describes 
that the handler drivers are installed in the operator controls section 2022 that is installed within 
workstation 2000. 

As sueh, Proskauer docs not make up for the deficiencies of Kittross with respect to 
Claim 15- Accordingly, Claim 15 is submitted to be patentable over the cited art for at least the 
reasons set fonh above. 

Claims' 16-20 depend from independent Claim 15. When the recitations of Claims 16-20 
are considered in combination with the Tcclmiions of independent Claim 1 5, dependent Claims; 
1 6-20 are likewise considered to be patentable over the cited art. Moreover, it is respectfuJly 
submitted that dependent CJaims 16-20 recite additional features that arc neither anticipated nor 
rendered obvious by tlie prior ar(. 

Claim 21, as amended, recites a system comprising, among other thijigs, a computer 
station configured to control operation of an instrument as the instrument analyzes a product, a 
test station communicating with the coniputer station and the instrument, and a management 
system database located remoteJy from the computer station and in communication with the 
computer station, wherein the database stores an equipment fiJe set and the equipment file set 
includes a set of so 11 ware components associated with ih« test station and independent of the 
product, 
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Neither Kittross not Prosikuiierj considered alone or in oonibination, describe or suggosl ii 
system a.s reciled in Claim 21. I'or example, neither Kittross nor Proskauer, eonsidered alone or 
in combination, describe or su ingest a computer station ttmJiyured to control operation ol" an 
insiriunent as the iflstnimcnt analy^^es a product, a test station communiculing with the computer 
station and Ihe instrument, and a management sysiem database in communicatioTi wiih the 
computer station, vvherein the database stores an equipmenl file settJiat includes a scl <}l' soltwure 
components asaoeiEited wilh the test station and independent oi'tbe product. 

As admitted on page 14 of' Ihe outstanding Office Aetion. Kiltros.s does not describe or 
suggest an "equipment file set including a set of soRware components associated with itaid lest 
station and independent of said product." Moreover, ilittross docs not describe nor suggest that 
the mitnagemeni system database is foeatcd remotely Tronn the computer station and in 
communication with the eoinpultr !<iulior. Rather, Kittross describes a method af transmitting 
lesL pro£;edures from the test element database to the memory, each of which is located in the 
Stime ATK. 

Pr<}HkaueT describes a test system that includes a PC workstation 2000, a tester 2002, and 
a semicojiductor handler 2004, However, the handler drivers discussed in Proskauer are stored 
wiiliin the PC workstation 2000, rather than a management database in communication wilh the 
PC workjjlalion 2000, Specifically, the handier drivers are stored within either a production 
interface 2008 oi^tht PC worksialion 2000 or a test dcvelopmont and execution program 2010 of 
the PC workstation 2000. Accordingly, Proskauer does not describe or sugcest a management 
system database that is located remotely from the computer station and in coninnuni cation with a 
eomputer station, vvherein the database stores an equipment file set that includes a set of sollware 
components aijsoeiated with a test station and independent of a product. Because Kittross and 
Proskauer each fail to describe or suggest one or raore elements of Claim 21, il follows that a 
combination of Kittross and Proskauer eannot describe or suggest such elcmcnt(s). 

Blitz, considered alone or in combination wilh Kinross and Proskauer, fails to make up 
for the deficiencies of Kittross ajid Proskauer with re.specl lo Claim 21 . Accordingly, Claim 21 
is submilied to be patentable over the cited art for at least the reasons set forth above. 
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Claims 22 aiid 24-27 depend from indcpcrideni Claim 21 . When ihe recitations of Claims 
22 and 24-27 are considered in combination with the recitations of independent Claim 21, 
dependent CMms 22 and 24^27 are likewise considered to be pLitentable over Ihe ciled art. 
Moreover, it is rcspecllully submitted thai dependent Clamis 22 and 24-27 recite <iddilional 
features that are neither anticipated nor rendered obvious by the prior art. 

Claim 2S recites a system [iir developing software components, wherein the system 
eoniprises a test station communicating with a computer station, and a source code control 
system pemiiuing a user to develop software components that, when ustd by the computer 
station- directs tlie computer slut ion to control an instrujnent during analysis of a product, 
wherein the source code control system is used to develop a relation between an identification of 
the test station and an identification of tJie product. 

Kittross docs not describe or suggest a system as recited in Claim 28, For example, 
Kittross does not describe or suggest a source code control system used to develop a relation 
between an identification of a test station and an identification of a product being analyzed, 
Rather, as discussed above, Kittross describes techniques for programming an ATI; system 20 
with diiferent test procedures 40 for testing difTcrent devices 46, but is .silent as to how the ATE 
system 20 scJccts or accesses which test procedure 40 is to be used to test a panicular device 46- 
Accordingly, Kittross docs not describe or suggest a source code control system used to develop 
a relation between an identification of a test station and an identification ol' a product being 
analy7.ed, 

Mtireover, Proskaucr describes at pages coL 5 line C6- col. 6 lines 1-30 that the handler 
test control that is loaded into workstation 2000 is used to define the interface between ibe 
handler and the handler test control e£ich of which is loaded into workstation 2000, As such, 
iW^ikaucr does not describe that a source code control iiystem is used to develop a relation 
between an identification of a test station and an identifj cation of a product bcmg analyzed. 
Rather, Proskaucr is silent regarding the identification of the test station. 

None of Mutchlcr, Proskaucr, and Bhtit, ctmsidered aJono or in combination, make up for 
the delieiencies of Kittross with respect to Claim 28, Accordingly, Claim 28 is submitted to be 
patentable over the c-iied art for at least the reasons set forth above. 



13 



Transmined Vh Fai-sitrtite to (571) 273-8300 



Attorney Docket: PB 03 0006 (SPLQ 003 US I) 
PATHI^T 



Claims 29-33 depend IVoni independent Claim 28, W'hen the recitalions of Claims 29-33 
are considered in combination with Ihe recitations of independent Claim 2S, dependent Claims 
29-33 arc likewise considered to he patentable ovt;r the cited ari. Moreover, it is respectfully 
submitted lhal dependent Claims 29-33 recite additional fealures that are neither anticipated nor 
tendered tjbvious by tbe prior art. 

In view o[" Ihc foregoing ttniendmcnts and remarks, aU the Claims now active in this 
applit:alit)n arc believed U) bo in condition for allowance. Reeonsi derail on !ind lavorable action 
is respectfully solicited. 



Respectfully Submitted, 





Dean D. Small, Reg. No,: 34,730 

I HE SMAM. PATENT LAW GROUP, LLP 

611 Olive Street, Suite 1611 

St. Louis, Missouri 63101 

(314) 584-4080 
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